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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is responsive to an AMENDMENT entered May 25, 2007 for the 
patent application 1 0/561 370. 

The First Office Action of Feb 23, 2007 is fully incorporated into this Final Office 
Action by reference. 

Status of Claims 

Claims 1-14, and 27 are pending. Claims 1, 5-14, and 27 have been amended. 

Specification 

The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the phrase "a decision 
support method comprising: for two or more pre-defined criteria and one or more pre- 
defined and ordinally ranked categories for each criterion" is confusing with multiple 
"and". It is also not clear from the phrase what the method is supposed to do. 

The phrase "a method for determining a point value for each category on each 
criterion by ordinal pairwise ranking of profile pairs, wherein each profile comprises two 
or more of the criteria, each criterion associated with one of the categories for that 
criterion" is also confusing. 

The Examiner can barely concluded from the abstract that it is a decision support 
method with ordinal ranking of profiles. 

Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 
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Response to Arguments 

In re pg. 18-19, Applicant's arguments with respect to drawing and claim 
objections have been fully considered and are persuasive. The previous objections 
have been withdrawn. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 14 and 27 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 14 recites "A decision support system comprising: two or more pre-defined 
criteria stored in a data memory, each...". The Examiner contents that criteria is not a 
physical component of the system. As such, the criteria should not be recited in the 
claim body. 

Claim 27 is objected for the same reason as claim 14. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 

indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 

matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites "for two or more pre-defined criteria and one or more pre-defined 
and ordinally ranked categories for each criterion, and for two or more profiles, each 
profile comprising a set of two or more of the criteria and each criterion in the set 
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associated with one of the categories for that criterion" in the preamble. The phrase is 
confusing with multiple "and". It is also not clear from the phrase what the requirement 
is in the preamble. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "comprises the ordinal pairwise ranking of profile 
pairs". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. There is no 
mention of "ordinal pairwise ranking" before that. 

Any claim not specifically addressed, above, is being rejected as incorporating . 
the deficiencies of a claim upon which it depends. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title, 

Claims 1-14. 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 1-14 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 101 because the claims fail to 
provide a concrete result. Particularly, claims 1,14 and 27 recites "receiving from the 
decision maker an ordinal pairwise ranking of the profiles". The Examiner contents that 
the decision receive from the decision maker lacks concreteness. I.e. given same 
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profiles to the same decision maker, the pairwise ranking can be different. Hence, the 
result are based on subjective criteria, and not repeatable. 

Claims 1-14 and 27 are also rejected under 35 U.S.C 101 because of 
preemption. Neither the claims nor the spec limit the invention to any practical 
application. First of all, there is no practical application recited in the claim. Second of 
all, the spec gives open ended examples of practical applications (See spec p. 9), which 
is unbounded. Third of all, applicant's remark (See pg. 21) also admits unbounded list 
of applications. As such, the Examiner can reasonable conclude from the above 
evidence that the claimed invention is preempting the idea. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-14, 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly 
anticipated by Hansen et al (WO 2004/111906 A1). 

Claims 1-14, 27 are drawn to a decision support method that performing a 
ordinal pairwise ranking of profile pairs by a decision maker and solving a system of 
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qualities/inequalities that represents the ordinal pairwise rankings to obtain a point value 
or rankings. 

Applicant's PCT publication anticipates all the claimed limitations because 1) this 
application is a 371 of PCT/NZ04/00121 filed 06/14/2004 and published on 12/23/2004. 
2) The filing date of national stage is 6/02/2006, which is more than 18 months from the 
PCT filing date. As such, applicant cannot claim the PCT filing date as the effective 
filing date. Hence, the WIPO publication is published 1 year prior to U.S filing date, 
which is a valid 102(b) reference. 3) Since this application is a 371 of 
PCT/NZ04/00121, all the limitations have to be taught in the WIPO publication, 
otherwise applicant cannot claim the priority. Since applicant claims the priority, all 
limitations are taught. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

Citation of pertinent prior art 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Behnam Malakooti ("Ranking and Screening Multiple Criteria Alternatives with 
Partial Information and Use of Ordinal and Cardinal Strength of Preference" IEEE 2000) 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lut Wong whose telephone number is (571) 270-1 123. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent David can be reached on (571) 272-3080. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Lut Wong/ 

Patent Examiner, AU 2129 




